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M&: LOukie Lofchie, "
B~i*,Area.Citizens for aSaft Environment
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,Subject· '&view ofthe November .1997 'Rm:w/DraftFmm lU&ord ofD«isionfor No '
JiJlTtJM1AcliDn,fIl SUes 4, JJ, aNi J3 andQ~Ac:uonp the Emtun Plume

. . ."

,Dear Ms. Lofchie: "

&rcq~sted by the, BJ\IDSWiQk Arci~ fOr _ We.Envimmnmu (BACSEh l.cPIP
Environ.,wS~~~ u aco1\lUlWlt to J.obert G. 'GeIber~ ..InC.; Iw reviewed the RtlYiad
DroItFRl/R«.ordofJJBctsjOllpNo FvrIMr Action at SitU:4.JJ. iI1Id JJ anda RnMdial Aeticm
for'the EtJstnnPlvme datrd November 1991. 'The dOQllDlClt was prepared by ABB EnviroDllUZ1al
Servi~:inc.~ for the'V. S. ,Deputmc.Dt of the Navy for the Naval Air Station Bnmswick (NAS
Brunswick)1~ in Brunswick, Maine. In the IUbjcet' doCW'l1Cllt. the N&vy praJeD1s the 1inal

,remediai action Selected for 10118 term meUJJ'e.s far soil and grOund water conUrninarion usocia.tcd '
with,Sites4"ll~ and,13.' ' ..

The,three sites, the AcidlCIWsD.C Pit at Site~. the Fire Training Area III Site' 11, and the tbe1 wi '
wasa:e liquid lJIMkrgrouud stor8ge taDki 'at Site 13, tie withiu~ 'bUDdntd feet ofClfld1 otbel-. As
a resuJt ofCllYiromrimtaJ iDvestiganOD5 P-Uformed siDu 198~ the Navy concluded that Site II Was
the prirnmy SOUR:e of&I'QUOdwuer contaminsriOD in theEutem Plume, aDd that Sites 4 and 1] are
n 101ll"'<iODlributing to ground water~OD in the SuterD. Plume. In the,R2ClNd of
DeciSion (ROD1 the Na.vy states there will be no fiutber~for soils ~ Sites 4, t 1~ and 13, but
that remtidi,arion 1Dd,Iong tenn monitoring of contaminated ground~ in the EutemPl1.une will
co~. 'The Navy will be adding wells to the monitorinB progam.to furtheriDv~ ground
water contamination in &he Vicinity ofSites 4.,'ll,lDd 13 audwill consider the need fur ad~tioDal
investigation at BujJding SI4 at Site 4 shoulcl it be demolished in the future. At the October 1997
meeti~ of the Restoration Advisory Board (llAB), the Navy, stated 'it would also be conducting
.ddjrioDal i,uvestiptionJ 50utheast otSite 11. "

BACSE provided. oraIcommcnts at the October 17. 1996.]lUblic meeting held on the Sites 4,JJ;JJ
Proposed Pion.~ described the Navyapreferled Option for long term IDe&:sures for ,soil and

,grouud wat« at Sita 4.. 11. and 11. Written comments were provided 00 tho March and July 1997
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Draft Rseord ofn.t:lSjan d~UDCD1S in 'our IeacrI to'yw,da&ed April3~ IDd August 16, 1997,.
,~ve1y. OUrcomrnents OU,tJac IIlClt'~ of1bc lU)Dve UJoJlowa:

1. ~e,aJ 'Commeat. ,Conc:ems havebeerlvo~ at a, Dumber ofllABaDd technical meetiDgs
about tbcpolCllial £or 4cmae ,IIODIq\lCO\li pbue·1iqWd.(DNAPL) CQiM:aminaricm u a ni:sult ofput

'aaivitics at Site,11_, At tho oCtoberlrft~ Advisoly~meetio& Ibo,Navy indicated
that they wculd beperfonning additional invClligitiona 10 theaou.heast OfSite 11. HoweVCf, with

, the~ ofme nNiiiolll to pages 141Dd 11 that 5la1c, tbat the potential for c:ontamlnatcd soils
aists iad that me No Action Decisiou:for Site 11 may be Iftisited ifgroUDdwatarmonitoric& shows
COD!amjDated &Oils Ire a CODtimq S()utee of contamination, the rllt ofthe RoOD apPf:al:S tQ imply
that thc;'dOor is ,dosed tofurthcr investiptiDD. h WOQld be appropriitc to meatioD the additional
~OIJS the Navy iDtmcb to' eondugt (aDd the poteDtia1 impm OD the No Action DcQsion aDd
long tam mooitorina) in several places in the',R.OD~ such Ai the descrjptiQns ofSite 11 on pasc 14
and pages 2S through 28. and in sectiOrJS desaibmgthe reiPOnse action. suc:h as pages 3, 21, 42, and
45.

. -
- 1- Pace'· 52. The Navy States that it will pursue the QptiOJl of diKhargo of tniatcid water to

groundWater in Section IV. Scope and Ito1e ofResponse Action. .How doeS the cost oftbis option
compare~ thecostl pIaalted 011 pap 52?

1 Page sA. .In wmmeat5 in our August .1(i6.letter, we "cd if1here bad been any revisioDsto the,
cstimalCof13 to 71 years to attain cbuup goals1IJrou&hout tho plume. The text ofthc laic&t vmiOD

,. ofthe ROl;) baa Dot bien~.' but it is upclcar to US iftbatis hticaUllfthe estimated cleanup time
.is stll113tO 71 years or beC&ase our commcmwasoveriookod. Please·cJ&rify..' .

Please do not hcsitale to Jive us a call ifyou have my ,questions about our comments.
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cc:" Andrews L.· Tolman, Robert G. Gaber, Inc.
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